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REMARKS 

Reexamination and reconsideration of this application in view of the following remarks is 
respectfully requested. By virtue of this amendment, claims 2-5, 7, 9, 10, 13 and 1 7-20 are 
amended, claims 1, 6, 8, 1 1, 14 and 16 are canceled, and new claims 21-26 are added. The new 
claims find support in the specification, as originally filed. Several minor changes were made to 
the specification to enhance readability. No new matter was added. After this amendment, 
claims 2-5, 7, 9, 10, 12, 13, 15 and 17-26 remain pending in the application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC S102 

Reconsideration of the rejection of claims 1-3, 6-9, 16, 17 and 20 under 35 U.S.C. 
§102(b) as being anticipated by Ford (U.S. Patent No. 5,1 18,309) is respectfully requested in 
view of the cancellation of claims 1 , 6, 8 and 16, in view of the amendment to claims 2, 3, 7, 9, 
1 7 and 20, and for the following reasons. Regarding specifically the rejection of claim 2: In the 
Ford reference, the line for an earpiece speaker and a PTT line are shared. The Ford reference 
fails to discJose the sharing of an electrical contact in an interface for coupling user input signals 
from a push-to-talk input device to the interface and for contemporaneously electrical audio 
signals from a microphone to the interface, as recited in amended claim 2. Support for the 
amendment to claim 2 regarding the microphone can be found, for example, from page 14, line 
19 to page 14, line 23 of the specification. 

For the Examiner's convenience, the third element of the device recited in amended claim 
2 is reproduced below: 

"a connector interface comprising an electrical contact, the electrical 
contact electrically coupled with the external push-to-talk user input device and 
with the external microphone, the electrical contact for coupling the electrical 
audio signals from the external microphone to the connector interface and for 
contemporaneously coupling the electrical user input signals from the external 
push-to-talk user input device to the connector interface" 
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Therefore, the Applicants believe that the rejection of claim 2 has been overcome. Furthermore, 
claims 3 and 6-9 depend upon independent claim 2, and because dependent claims recite all the 
limitations of the independent claim, it is believed that dependent claims 3 and 6-9 also recite in 
allowable form. 

Regarding specifically the rejection of claim 17: The interface of the Ford reference 
lacks any means for preventing false signaling at the push-to-talk detector circuit, as recited in 
the fourth element of amended claim 17. Support for the amendment to claim 1 7 regarding the 
means for preventing false signaling at the push-to-talk detector circuit can be found, for 
example, from page 16, line 19 to page 18, line 5 of the specification. 

For the Examiner's convenience, the fourth element of the wireless communication 
device recited in amended claim 17 is reproduced below: 

"means for preventing false signaling at the push-to-talk detector 
circuit due to the presence of electrical audio AC signals on top of electrical 
user input DC signals." 

Therefore, the Applicants believe that the rejection of claim 17 has been overcome. 
Furthermore, claim 20 depends from independent claim 17, and because a dependent claim 
recites all the limitations of the independent claim, it is believed that dependent claim 20 also 
recites in allowable form. 

Accordingly, in view of the remarks above, in view of the amendment to claims 2, 3, 7, 9, 
17 and 20, in view of the cancellation of claims 1, 6, 8 and 16, and because Ford does not 
anticipate the presently claimed invention, the Applicants believe that the rejection of claims 1-3, 
6-9, 16, 17 and 20 under 35 U.S.C. §102(b) has been overcome. Therefore, the Examiner should 
withdraw the rejection of these claims. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC S103 

Reconsideration of the rejection of claims 4, 5, 10-14, 18 and 1 9 under 35 ILS.C. § 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Ford in view of Kaario (U.S. Patent No. 6,563,424) is respectfully 
requested in view of the cancellation of claims 1 1 and 14, in view of the amendment to claims 5, 
10, 13, 1 8 and 19, and for the following reasons. 

Referring now specifically to the rejection of claim 1 0: The combination of Ford and 
Kaario fails to disclose a DC blocking capacitor in the circuit of the stereo audio headset of the 
invention such that when the external push-to-talk user input device is activated, the DC 
blocking capacitor is bypassed. Support for the amendment to claim 10 regarding the DC 
blocking capacitor can be found, for example, from page 16, line 19 to page 18, line 5 of the 
specification. 

For the Examiner's convenience, the third element of the stereo audio headset recited in 
amended claim 1 0 is reproduced below: 

"a connector interface including a DC blocking capacitor, the connector 
interface comprising an electrical contact, the electrical contact electrically 
coupled with the external audio transducer through the DC blocking capacitor 
and with the external push-to-talk user input device, the electrical contact for 
coupling the electrical audio signals between the connector interface and the 
external audio transducer and for contemporaneously coupling the electrical user 
input signals between the connector interface and the external push-to-talk user 
input device, such that when the external push-to-talk user input device is 
activated, the DC blocking capacitor is bypassed." 

Therefore, the Applicants believe that the rejection of claim 10 has been overcome. 

Claims 4-5, 11-14 and 18-19 depend upon independent claims 1, 10 and 17, respectively, 
and because dependent claims recite all the limitations of the independent claim, and further 
because Kaario by itself fails to disclose all the elements of claims 4-5, 1 1-14 and 18-19, it is 
believed that dependent claims 4-5, 1 1-14 and 18-19 also recite in allowable form. 
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Accordingly, in view.of the remarks above, in view of the amendment to claims 5, 1 0, 1 3, 
18 and 19, and in view of the cancellation of claims 1 1 and 14, and because the Ford and Kaario 
references, alone or in combination, do not teach, anticipate, or suggest, the presently claimed 
invention, the Applicants believe that the rejection of claims 4, 5, 10-14, 18 and 19 under 35 
U.S.C. § 103(a) has been overcome. Therefore, the Examiner should withdraw the rejection of 
these claims. 

Reconsideration of the rejection of claim 15 under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ford and Kaario in view of Pottala (U.S. Pat. No. 5,881,370) is respectfully 
requested in view of the amendment to claim 1 0, and for the following reasons. Claim 15 
depends upon amended independent claim 1 0 which recites claim language that is not taught, 
anticipated, or suggested by the Ford, Kaario, and Pottala references, alone or in any 
combination, and because a dependent claim recites all the limitations of the independent claim, 
it is believed that dependent claim 15 also recites in allowable form. 

Accordingly, in view of the remarks above, in view of the amendment to claim 10, and 
because the Ford, Kaario and Pottala references, alone or in any combination, do not teach, 
anticipate, or suggest, the presently claimed invention, the Applicants believe that the rejection 
of claim 1 5 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) has been overcome. Therefore, the Examiner should 
withdraw the rejection of this claim. 
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Conclusion 



The foregoing is submitted as full and complete response to the Office Action mailed 
October 2, 2006, and it is submitted that claims 2-5, 7, 9, 10, 12, 1 3, 15 and 17-26 are in 
condition for allowance. Reconsideration of the rejection is requested. Allowance of claims 2-5, 
7, 9, 10, 12, 13, 1 5 and 17-26 is earnestly solicited. 

No amendment made was related to the statutory requirements of patentability unless 
expressly stated herein. No amendment made was for the purpose of narrowing the scope of any 
claim, unless the Applicants have argued herein that such amendment was made to distinguish 
over a particular reference or combination of references. 

The present application, after entry of this response, comprises twenty (20) claims, 
including three (3) independent claims. The Applicants have previously paid for twenty (20) 
claims including three (3) independent claims. The Applicants, therefore, believe that a fee for 
claims amendment is currently not due. 

If the Examiner believes that there are any informalities that can be corrected by 
Examiner's amendment, or that in any way it would help expedite the prosecution of the 
patent application, a telephone call to the undersigned at (561) 989-9811 is respectfully 
solicited. 

The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any fees that may be required or credit 
any overpayment to Deposit Account 50-1556. 

In view of the preceding discussion, it is submitted that the claims are in condition for 
allowance. Reconsideration and re-examination is requested. 



FLEIT, KAIN, GIBBONS, GUTMAN 
BONGINI & BIANCO P.L. 
551 N.W. 77th Street, Suite 1 1 1 
Boca Raton, FL 33487 
Tel (561) 989-9811 
Fax (561)989-9812 



Respectfully submittei 




Date: December 8, 2006 



By: 
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